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that unfortunately still has hate in our 
State constitution, the fact that I live 
there with my husband doesn’t mean I 
should be treated any differently than 
if I lived in Illinois or Minnesota or 
Iowa, neighboring States that all rec-
ognize the relationships regardless of 
whom you love. 

Those are all things we still have to 
get done in this country. We need to do 
that in this body, Mr. Speaker, in this 
Congress. We need to get these bills to 
the floor and pass them and move on 
from what I think at one point in this 
history was a certain way to get out 
certain voters. There is a certain con-
stituency that was built around hate. 
We need to move beyond that. I think 
many people have. While the Demo-
cratic Party certainly, I think, has 
been a party of inclusion and moved in 
a positive way, I think I am seeing that 
happen among Republicans, but we 
need to have the leadership of this 
House also moving. 

We had a Republican Member just 
yesterday who has been a strong sup-
porter of equality for all people just 
win his Republican primary. That is 
important because he has been an out-
spoken voice for equality. Representa-
tive HANNA, I am glad you won your 
primary. You stood up for your values, 
and your constituents supported you. 

I think it is time that more of our 
colleagues, especially on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle, need to also 
stand up for what is right, because we 
all have colleagues and we all have 
constituents who are gay and lesbian, 
bisexual or transgendered. We can’t 
pick and choose who we represent. You 
support and you represent every single 
person in your district, and when you 
don’t support full equality, you are 
really not standing up for each and 
every constituent, and that is truly un-
fortunate. 

To end, I really want to focus again 
on those successes. We have had a tre-
mendous year. We have had so much 
progress from the Supreme Court deci-
sion exactly 1 year ago tomorrow, 
where we have now had a number of 
States just in the last year move to-
wards full marriage equality, where we 
have had a country where Michael Sam 
could finally be the first openly gay 
person drafted into the NFL. 

We have been able to move forward in 
so many areas. This is because society 
has moved. A majority of people in this 
country support marriage equality. I 
believe the last I saw was 58 percent of 
the people. Even more important, 81 
percent of people 30 and under support 
marriage equality. That is where this 
country is going. We want to treat ev-
eryone with respect and dignity and 
allow them the liberty to live their 
lives. Until we do that for every single 
citizen, we have not reached the goal of 
treating everyone with equality and 
equal treatment under the law. 

With this time that we have had, the 
Progressive Caucus and the Equality 
Caucus, I wanted to share some time 
with our members so we could make 

sure we celebrate this Pride Month and 
all of our constituents who may be gay 
or lesbian, bisexual or transgendered 
and say thank you for all you do. We 
are going to continue to fight for your 
equality, not only in this body in Con-
gress, but throughout society. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back. 
f 

REMEMBERING THE YARNELL 
HILL FIRE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROTHFUS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the 1-year anniver-
sary of the tragic Yarnell Hill Fire, 
which claimed the lives of 19 elite 
Granite Mountain Hotshot firefighters 
in late June of 2013. 

The Yarnell fire began when light-
ning struck approximately 30 miles 
southwest of Prescott, Arizona, off of 
Highway 89 on June 28, 2013. The blaze 
burned approximately 8,400 acres and 
damaged more than 1,000 structures 
over a 15-day period. 

During the disaster, 19 firefighters 
from the Granite Mountain Inter-
agency Hotshot Crew lost their lives 
battling the fire, the sixth deadliest 
American firefighter disaster overall 
and the deadliest wildfire ever in Ari-
zona. Indeed, this dark day yielded the 
largest loss of firefighter life since Sep-
tember 11, 2001. 

To this day, words cannot express my 
sadness and the depth of my condo-
lences to the families of these brave 19 
first responders who gave their lives 
protecting our community. I will cer-
tainly remember this horrible tragedy 
for the rest of my life, as well as the 
public memorial service that was at-
tended by more that 1,200 members of 
our community. These brave men made 
the ultimate sacrifice fighting to pro-
tect our citizens, and for that we will 
be eternally grateful. 

Even though a year has passed, 
please continue to keep the families of 
these Hotshot firefighters in your pray-
ers. Furthermore, I ask that the Fed-
eral agencies responsible for actively 
managing our forests not forget this 
tragedy and take the steps to prevent 
similar catastrophic wildfires from re-
occurring. 

The citizens of Yarnell, Arizona, and 
the surrounding communities know all 
too well the importance of proactive 
wildfire management. While the wild-
fire that claimed the lives of 19 brave 
souls was one of the worst tragedies in 
the history of Arizona, millions more 
across the country are also impacted 
by these disasters. 

Looking back over the past year, it is 
important to highlight what progress 
has been made in finding commonsense 
solutions to preventing wildfires while 
still acknowledging the reality that 
more must and can be done. We owe it 
to our local heroes who risk everything 

in order to protect our lives, our com-
munities, and our homes. 

Congress still needs to consider addi-
tional legislation that will work to get 
the executive branch out of the way 
when action must be taken swiftly. 
This problem can be mitigated by em-
powering the private sector to create 
rural jobs and resurrecting the timber 
industry as loggers thin millions of 
acres of badly overgrown Arizona for-
ests. Although we are never going to 
prevent all forest fires, these legisla-
tive efforts will help make fires less 
frequent, less intense when they do 
occur. 

I remain optimistic that, above all 
else, the heroic actions of the Granite 
Mountain Hotshots will continue to in-
spire our leaders to make the necessary 
changes to prevent future devastation 
and destruction. We owe nothing less 
to these heroes. More importantly, I 
will continue to do everything in my 
power to ensure that their legacies live 
on and yield substantial forest manage-
ment changes. 

I would like to conclude my remarks 
by reading the names and ages of these 
19 firefighters in tribute to their serv-
ice: 

Andrew Ashcraft, age 29; Robert 
Caldwell, age 23; Travis Carter, age 31; 
Dustin Deford, age 24; Christopher 
MacKenzie, age 30; Eric Marsh, age 43; 
Grant McKee, age 21; Sean Misner, age 
26; Scott Norris, age 28; Wade Parker, 
age 22; John Percin, age 24; Anthony 
Rose, age 23; Jesse Steed, age 36; Joe 
Thurston, age 32; Travis Turbyfill, age 
27; William Warneke, age 25; Clayton 
Whitted, age 28; Kevin Woyjeck, age 21; 
Garret Zuppiger, age 27. 

All these brave men were taken from 
us way too young leaving behind fami-
lies and friends. Let us never forget 
their sacrifice. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

TELLING OUR CONSTITUENTS THE 
TRUTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 3, 2013, 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT) is recognized for the re-
mainder of the hour. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, my 
colleague from Arizona who actually 
has an amazing district and was actu-
ally an amazing leader when we lost 19 
of our firefighters this time last year, I 
appreciate him putting that into the 
RECORD for all of those in Arizona. 

I wanted to do something a little dif-
ferent tonight. A few months ago, we 
came to the floor here and sort of 
walked through what was really going 
on in the math. One of the things that 
sort of enrages me is so much of the de-
bate we have here in Congress is the 
noise. We talk about this issue or that 
issue when we have the 10,000 pound go-
rilla in front of us, and that is what is 
happening to us fiscally. 

Right now, and I am going to be 
using a lot of numbers tonight, and we 
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are going to try to put up as many of 
these on our Facebook page and on our 
Web site so folks can actually see these 
charts. First off, if this were 1 year 
ago, we were having discussions of 
what was the fiscal year 2014 deficit 
going to be, and we had some folks 
making these optimistic projections 
that we were only going to be in the 
$400-some billion shortfall that year. 

b 1815 

It is still a stunning amount of 
money. It has only gotten worse 
though. Remember, we were supposed 
to be on the way out. Employment was 
getting better; income was getting bet-
ter. Taxes are up dramatically in this 
country. Remember, we have just hit 
the alltime high revenues ever for the 
United States. 

So what could possibly be wrong? Be-
cause then, this last April, the projec-
tion of the deficit for this fiscal year 
was $492 billion, then in May, it was 
$648 billion; and with today’s news that 
the first quarter GDP was down—was 
negative, went down—our growth and 
our economy went down 2.9 percent, 
that is a stunning amount of GDP to 
lose. 

We were going to be giddy if we were 
over 2 percent, and we had a negative 
GDP in the first quarter of 2.9 percent. 

I am going to make you a projection 
and a prediction that, when we end the 
2014 fiscal year, we are not going to be 
much different than we were last year. 
So all these discussions of, well, it is 
getting better, and the spending and 
with all these new taxes, the future fis-
cal burden we are about to dump on our 
kids and our grandkids is going to get 
better—it is not in the math. It is not 
showing up. 

This is important. I wanted to actu-
ally walk through a little reality check 
here and to show you how disappointed 
I am on so much of the discussion that 
you will hear here in Washington. 

You see the chart next to me. If I 
came to you right now and said: tell 
me what you think the debt and un-
funded liabilities are for the country— 
now, we can all go to these Web sites 
where it is the debt clock, and if you 
look at it right now, it is going to say: 
well, the unfunded liabilities and the 
debt for the United States are about 
$127 trillion. 

Well, there was a study done—it was 
done over at George Mason’s Mercatus 
Center, and it was done at the begin-
ning of the year. The number is $205 
trillion that we are about to dump on 
the heads of our kids and our 
grandkids. 

What should terrify you about this 
number—well, let’s find a way to talk 
about this. If I said our unfunded liabil-
ities—our debt and the promises we 
have made in this government—are at 
$205 trillion, go on a search engine 
right now and search for: What is the 
entire wealth of the world? 

Mr. Speaker, you are going to pull up 
estimates that it could be $167 trillion. 
I saw one that was $180 trillion. 

So process this: what we have prom-
ised in benefits, promised in spending, 
what we have already borrowed is 
greater than the wealth of the world 
today. Process that. If you, right now, 
grabbed every penny of the wealth of 
the world, it would not put enough 
money in the bank to cover the prom-
ises we have already made as a govern-
ment. 

You have got to understand this. 
This should be the discussion of our 
times, and yet it is uncomfortable. 
Look, I am in my second term, and 
let’s have a moment of brutal honesty 
here: What do most elected officials— 
what do we often focus on? Being re-
elected. 

When you stand up in front of a 
room, the pollsters and the political 
consultants often tell us: well, happy 
talk or talk about something that is 
easy because big numbers scare people 
and, besides that, they are so negative, 
you would lose votes. 

If you talk about what is happening 
in the entitlements, if you talk about 
$205 trillion being the debt and un-
funded liabilities of your country, 
SCHWEIKERT, you are likely to get 
unelected. 

We have got to step up and start tell-
ing the public, telling our voters, tell-
ing our constituents the truth: the sin-
gle biggest issue facing your govern-
ment is the debt and the explosion of 
the entitlements. 

I am going to spend a little time here 
talking about what is really driving 
this. Just how do you get to this? Part 
of this is this is what it would look like 
if you used honest GAAP accounting. 

Now, what is GAAP accounting? So 
let’s put this in perspective. If I came 
to you right now, today, and said: all 
right, the country, we already know if 
you go on the debt clocks on the Web, 
you will see we are about $17.5 trillion 
of borrowed money. 

About $4 trillion to $5 trillion of 
that, we borrowed from ourselves, 
which we steal out of Social Security, 
we steal it out of Medicare, but the 
$17.5 trillion—but then I come to you, 
and let’s do something that is simple 
math. 

The Social Security trust fund, with 
the benefits we have promised right 
now, is about $23 trillion underfunded. 
Okay. So my $17.5 trillion of hard debt 
right now and the $23 trillion we owe— 
and if we were doing GAAP accounting, 
if we were doing honest mathematical 
accounting—like we all learned in, 
hopefully, accounting classes—you are 
looking at $40 trillion that you would 
put onto this number because that 
would be honest. 

That $23 trillion that we owe to So-
cial Security beneficiaries, that we do 
not have the money, we just pretend, 
yeah, we owe it, but we are not going 
to tell the public about it because it 
will make them nervous. 

That is the GAAP accounting, so 
when we start doing the honest ac-
counting—like every business, every 
charity would have to do—that is how 

you get to real numbers and under-
stand the real situation that the gov-
ernment, that the people, the bene-
ficiaries, and those in Congress should 
be dealing with today. 

Mr. Speaker, why is this not work-
ing? Why the problem? Let’s actually 
go to the next chart, and maybe this 
will sort of help because we have had so 
many discussions. 

Do you remember all the rhetoric 
that was around this place before the 
2012 Presidential race and the election, 
the discussion of how much better ev-
erything was getting, how much better 
the job situation was about to get, 
these debts and deficits will start be-
coming under control? 

Well, it just wasn’t true. The polit-
ical class, probably for reelection— 
heaven knows the President did—we 
misled the people. We didn’t tell them 
the truth about basic math. 

So what is wrong here? We are going 
to walk through what is really going 
on in these charts, but think about just 
the last year or two. What has hap-
pened out there when even we have 
succeeded at getting good legislation— 
bipartisan legislation—passed through 
the House, getting our brothers and sis-
ters in the Senate to actually work 
with us, and getting the President’s 
signature? Something like the JOBS 
Act, passed it 3 years ago. 

Think about this: little things that 
were going to help the individual entre-
preneur, like crowdfunding, the reg A, 
some of the mechanics in there where 
we were just trying to help capital for-
mation for the little guys, for the 
startup businesses—what happened? 
They got lost in the bureaucracy. 

Some activists on the left said: oh, 
we are scared of this, and we took away 
the optionality for everyone out there 
to grow that business out of their 
house, out of their garage. 

It breaks my heart—something as 
simple as crowdfunding has now had so 
many rules and regs, and it still is in 
reg writing, even though we were sup-
posed to have the rules 2 years ago. 

Think about it. Even when Congress 
has gotten it right, this President and 
the bureaucracies he controls—he is 
appointed to—continue to destroy the 
optionality that we were trying to give 
to the American people to get this gov-
ernment out of their way and start 
growing this economy. 

Let’s take a quick look at this 
chart—and I am sorry, I know how 
hard it is for those folks who might be 
watching on television or sitting in the 
back row or galleries, these are hard to 
read—but what is important about this 
is the blue line here was our projection 
a year ago. 

We were actually projecting that the 
deficits and debt were actually going to 
get better. Then when we actually had 
to start doing our recalculations and 
realizing the economy is not growing, 
it is not producing the economic expan-
sion, the economic wealth that we need 
in this country to cover the promises 
we have made, that became the red 
line. 
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Now, we need to do the next part of 

the discussion of what really goes on in 
government math. You do realize that 
government math, the budget projec-
tions, the debt projections that are put 
out—I am going to be fairly harsh 
here—border on fraud. 

Here is simply why: this red line is 
based on current law. Well, you do real-
ize in current law—something we call 
the SGR, you will often hear it as the 
doc fix—that in about 10–12 years, we 
expect doctors to accept 73 percent less 
to see a Medicare patient. That is the 
current law, so that is why this line 
goes this direction—because we have 
these things in law where we expect 
these fantasies to take place. 

Now, the reality of it is: How many of 
you think a doctor is going to see a 
Medicare patient for 73 percent less? It 
is just not happening. 

So we will run here to the floor and 
say: oh, heavens, we have got to make 
sure that our seniors have access to 
their doctors, we have got to make 
sure doctors are at least covering their 
costs, and we will come in here, and we 
will raise that doc fix, that SGR, an-
other year. 

One of the reasons it does not happen 
around this place for the 10 years out 
or the 20 years—our permanent fix—is 
because, all of a sudden, the math 
changes again, so we get the benefit of 
fake math. We know we made the 
promise that there is going to be this 
health care within Medicare. 

We put out these fancy charts, and I 
see some of my brothers and sisters 
speechifying with the numbers they are 
handed. When you start to grind into 
what is underlying underneath those 
numbers we are often given by the Con-
gressional Budget Office, you start to 
realize: well, they say this is based on 
current law. 

You have got to understand, inside 
that current law are things that are 
implausible. Actually, go look at the 
Medicare actuaries report and go to the 
very last 2 or 3 pages, and even the 
head Medicare actuary makes it very 
clear that the projections in the re-
port—because the projections in the re-
port are based on current law—are im-
plausible. 

The head actuary actually uses the 
word—year after year, when they do 
their Medicare actuary report—that it 
is ‘‘implausible.’’ Why is that not the 
headline? Is it because it comes with 
big numbers? 

Here is what happens. There is some-
thing also that our Congressional 
Budget Office does, which is referred to 
as the alternative scenario, when you 
actually take out the things that are 
in current law and put them into what 
actually is more likely to happen: we 
will do doc fix and other things that 
are current law that hit the wall that 
are unfunded in the future, and we will 
step up because of the political pres-
sure and adjust them and raise that 
spending. 

Well, what happens when we do that? 
You get a curve, this green line. I know 

it is hard to see, but just understand 
that what this means is, if we hit this 
alternative scenario, in about 14 
years—actually, slightly less—your 
country hits 100 percent of debt to 
GDP. 

Okay. That is debt to GDP where, ac-
tually, that is just what we are book-
ing. Remember, we started the con-
versation with we tell everyone here is 
the money we are borrowing, so here is 
our debt to GDP. 

This would not even have—that 100 
percent to GDP in 14 years would not 
actually have GAAP accounting. It 
would not have the real numbers be-
cause you do understand, that number 
we did before, saying if you just take 
Social Security and our current debt, 
add those together, it is approaching 
$40 trillion, you do realize that is dou-
ble your country’s GDP right now. 

We are already not at 100 percent of 
GDP. If we actually had honest ac-
counting—just those two are 200 per-
cent of GDP, yet how often do you hear 
us talk about it? 

This is the issue of our time. If we 
don’t step up and start dealing with it, 
I have no idea, I have no idea what hap-
pens in the future when we hit the 
wall—and we will hit the wall. 

Oh, by the way, understand, if you 
just add up the debt we have and the 
unfunded liability in Social Security, 
we are far beyond where Greece is. I 
think Greece was $1.7 trillion, so 100 
percent debt to GDP. If you just add up 
those, we are at 200. 

b 1830 

We need to have some folks actually 
start to learn some calculus, and that 
was actually one of my running jokes 
for my first year here. I started to real-
ize many of my constituents thought 
the problem in D.C. was Republicans 
versus Democrats, and I have grown to 
believe it is those that own calculators 
and those that don’t. 

A question I will actually give—and 
we have had this discussion with a lot 
of Members both on the right and the 
left—is: Why do we seem to fight so 
much? Seriously. Why do we seem to 
fuss with each other so much? And I 
am going to make you the argument it 
is about the money. 

In the next couple of charts, I am 
going to try to walk through what is 
really happening with the money so 
you understand if you are tired with 
Congress fighting with each other 
about the money, it isn’t going away. 
It is about to get—and will continue to 
get—dramatically worse. 

Another chart, probably almost 
unreadable from a distance, but under-
stand here is what you are looking at. 
Do you see the red lines there? The red 
lines are what we call discretionary. 
That is what I get to come to the floor 
and debate over and work on these ap-
propriations bills where we are trying 
to move money here, take it away from 
here, try to save here. That red line is 
discretionary. That red line is your 
military. It is your parks. It is the FBI. 

It is things that are not mandatory 
spending, things that are not entitle-
ments. 

Here is where we are right now. We 
used 2013. 

In 9 fiscal years—2024—do you notice 
something in the pattern on this chart? 
Do you notice that what we vote on 
here in Congress, the discretionary, is 
pretty much the same? Nine years from 
now, 10 years from now, it is basically 
the same. 

But what we call mandatory, which 
is mostly entitlements—and I will get 
phone calls tomorrow from folks that 
are enraged that I used the word ‘‘enti-
tlements.’’ That is what it is. It is an 
earned entitlement, but it is still a 
promise. It is a social contract we 
made as a government with our people. 
We just forgot to tell them we didn’t 
have the money to pay it. 

So understand from here, from 2013 
to 2014, that increase, we will now be 
sitting at a $2.29 trillion increase on 
mandatory spending—and that is in 9 
fiscal years. They are huge numbers, 
but you have just got to follow the 
chart. 

Let’s say you are someone who is 
passionate about drug research, pas-
sionate about the national parks, pas-
sionate about securing our borders, 
passionate about the military. That is 
in this red line. It is being consumed by 
mandatory spending. 

So understand, the simplest way I 
can phrase this is your government is 
very quickly becoming a health insurer 
and an entitlement provider with a 
shrinking army. 

Process that for a moment. That is 
where we are at. That is what is going 
on around us in our lives. 

We will have these charts up hope-
fully in the next couple of days on our 
Facebook page and our Web site so you 
can vet them yourselves. It is impor-
tant. If you want to understand public 
policy in the United States, if you 
want to understand public policy that 
is happening here in Congress, every-
thing is about the mandatory spending. 

Do you remember the first board we 
put up where I was showing you the 
$205 trillion of unfunded liability and 
debt? It is important to understand 
that half that is Medicare. Medicare 
right now represents close to $100 tril-
lion of promises we as a government 
have made, and there isn’t money to 
pay for it. And those are in today’s dol-
lars. 

We are going to come back and forth 
to a couple of these so that we better 
understand them. 

This is actually the 2013. You will no-
tice the red. That is what we all come 
here and we debate over and we fight 
over and work through and come up 
with ideas. That is the discretionary. It 
is 32 percent of all of our spending. 

We have Social Security and Medi-
care. We don’t have the Obama sub-
sidies in here yet, but that is one of our 
newest entitlements. Remember, we 
were almost promised that this ulti-
mately was going to be a savings. It 
wasn’t the truth. 
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Medicare, income security. These are 

food stamps and other types of pro-
grams that are entitlements because of 
where you sit income-wise—veterans’ 
benefits, other mandatory certain pen-
sions, certain other requirements we 
have to meet, mostly on the retirement 
side, and interest on the debt. 

I want you to pay attention if you 
can see this. Six percent of what we 
spent in 2013 was interest. 

I am going to be rotating back and 
forth so this is going to get a little 
awkward with these boards, but it is 
important to see. 

So where will we be in 9 fiscal years? 
Now, this is important. Remember, you 
just saw discretionary spending. This is 
your military. This is your drug re-
search. This is the FBI. This is the bor-
der. It is 32 percent of all our spending. 
In 9 fiscal years, it is 22 percent of all 
of our fiscal spending. Social Security 
becomes 24 percent of all of our spend-
ing. Medicare becomes 17 percent of 
our spending. Best guess—and this be-
comes a moving target right now—the 
ObamaCare subsidies in about 9 years 
will be about 2 percent of our Federal 
spending. A little different than we 
were told a couple of years ago; right? 
Medicaid, 9 percent of your entire Fed-
eral budget; income security, 8 percent; 
veterans, 3 percent; other mandatory, 1 
percent. 

And this is the most dangerous part 
of this chart. Do you see interest? 

Remember, in the previous chart we 
were saying interest is 6 percent in 
2013. How many of you believe today’s 
interest rates are normal, are real? 
What happens when we go back to nor-
mal interest rates? Well, this projec-
tion is that 9 years from now we will be 
back in normal interest rates. At that 
point, 14 percent of your entire Federal 
Government spending is interest. 

Understand how fragile that makes 
all future discretionary spending if we 
had an interest rate spike. What hap-
pens if we were in the early eighties, 
late seventies type of interest rates? 
This number explodes, and it would 
consume what is sitting in the discre-
tionary budget. As we continue to bor-
row, as we continue to add to programs 
and make promises and not set aside 
money for them, we are squandering 
our future. 

On occasion, I get to sit down with an 
audience where I will see parents and 
grandparents and the grandkids and 
you will turn to them and say to the 
parents, ‘‘How many of you love your 
kids?’’ and most of the hands go up. 
And then you will turn to the grand-
parents and say, ‘‘How many of you 
love your grandkids?’’ and all the 
hands go up. Then you start to show 
them these charts, and you turn to the 
parents and the grandparents and say, 
‘‘Do you understand what you have 
done to your children, what we have 
done to our grandchildren, and what we 
have done to a generation that is not 
even born yet?’’ 

The math right now, just to cover the 
promises that are already done—this is 

baked in the cake; this is done—your 
kids, your grandkids, your unborn chil-
dren are going to have a 60 percent 
mean tax rate. And that is not for 
those with a high income; that is ev-
eryone. Sixty percent of your income 
will have to go just to cover this spend-
ing. And that is not your State, your 
local, and your FICA; that is just 60 
percent of your income. You will have 
a of 60 percent income tax just to cover 
the promises that are already made. 
And that doesn’t pay anything off. 
That just maintains where we are, be-
cause you start to have externalities 
like the net interest that you have got 
to pay. And what happens when inter-
est rates move again? 

So for those of you, once again, who 
care a lot about the military, care a lot 
about protecting the border, care about 
drug research, care about education, 
care about all these things, if you real-
ly do care, every time you speak to an 
elected official, every time you speak 
to someone with election ambitions, 
every time you speak to a policy-
maker, every time you speak to some-
one from the press, please ask the ques-
tion: What are you willing to do about 
mandatory spending, because the man-
datory spending, the entitlements, are 
consuming us as a people. And they are 
consuming your Republic’s future. 

One more time. Basically, this is 9 
fiscal years from now. So take a look. 
Here is what actual was for 2013. These 
are the actual numbers. We had 32 per-
cent of our budget go to discretionary. 
That means not Social Security, Medi-
care, Medicaid, ObamaCare. Those are 
the mandatories. This actually crashes 
to 22 percent. This is in 9 fiscal years. 

So what is the solution? The solution 
actually is pretty obvious, and it is 
really tough. We need the American 
people to understand maybe not the 
math but what it means. 

It is hard to get in front of an audi-
ence and say a trillion this and trillion 
that. How many folks even understand 
what a trillion is, the thousand billion 
and a million. So many of our brothers 
and sisters do not understand what 
these numbers mean, but they need to 
understand what it means to their fu-
ture and that what we are doing today 
isn’t working. 

These numbers continue to get worse 
and worse month by month because we 
have policy from this administration 
and we have policy coming from the 
U.S. Senate where they won’t take the 
pieces of legislation that we put out of 
this House that would actually help us 
to start to grow the GDP. 

So let me give you how simple and 
how tough the solution is. 

Number one, we are going to have to 
step up and tell the truth and do some-
thing about mandatory spending. 

How many politicians, how many 
consultants out there will say: If you 
talk about Medicare, you are going to 
get unelected? Wouldn’t it be amazing 
if the public started to understand this 
and say: If you don’t talk about Medi-
care, you get unelected? 

The other thing is you have two 
things that potentially start to really 
grow our economy. The energy renais-
sance—let me walk through this be-
cause this is sort of a stream of con-
sciousness, but it is really important. 

If I had come to you a decade ago, 
when you would pick up the newspaper, 
when you would pick up the magazine, 
when you would go online, whatever 
you read, there was this term called 
‘‘peak oil’’? Do you all remember that 
10, 12 years ago? It is very simple. The 
next incremental barrel of oil was 
going to be less than we had the day 
before. The world was running out of 
energy. 

How many of you out there can tell 
me what is wrong with that? Seriously. 

The fact is that it was absolutely 
wrong. We are not running out of en-
ergy. As a matter of fact, as of today, 
we have more known fossil fuels than 
any known time in history. We have 
been blessed, substantially through 
technology. And be prepared, there is 
another wave of technology coming, 
particularly for natural gas, between 
now and the end of the decade that 
may even make it better and more ac-
cessible and, hopefully, even cheaper. 
You have an energy renaissance hap-
pening in your country. 

How do I keep Congress, the bureau-
crats, the control freaks here in Wash-
ington from destroying this energy 
renaissance? 

b 1845 

The second thing that is happening is 
even more complicated to talk about. I 
have grown to believe there is an eco-
nomic renaissance around us, but it is 
unlike anything we have ever experi-
enced. Let me see if I can find a way to 
make this work. 

I believe we are entering the age of 
the hyperefficient economy. Who here 
has ever used a ride-sharing service? I 
guess the big ones are the things like 
Sidecar. How many of you have ever 
used something like Uber? Okay. You 
have this little computer in your hand 
that, on occasion, works as a phone. 
What about the other things that it is 
doing in business? If I came to you 
right now and said, ‘‘In the country, 
who is the largest pet groomer in the 
United States? I think it is PetSmart. 
Who is the second largest one in the 
United States?’’ It is an app on your 
phone, where you hit it, and that is 
how you access your pet groomer. 
Think about that. Then at the rate of 
growth, in a couple of years, it becomes 
the biggest. If I came to you right now 
and if you were a policymaker in New 
York City or were a hotel owner, would 
you consider something like Airbnb an 
existential threat to your business? Re-
member the discussions coming out of 
New York about what it is doing to the 
bed tax. 

So, when you start to worry about in-
cumbents coming to their politicians 
and saying, ‘‘You need to stop this new 
economy,’’ the incumbents aren’t al-
ways the businesses. It is also the tax 
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system that is built on the way it is, 
not on the way it is becoming. 

We had a presentation from one com-
pany. I think it was out of Michigan. It 
had this idea—I think it was 1000 
Tools—where you could go online, and 
instead of going down to your favorite 
hardware store and buying the $1,200 
compound miter saw with laser sight-
ing—and if my wife is listening, that is 
actually what I want for my birthday— 
you now hit the button on your phone, 
and you rent it from your neighbor. 
Think about that. That is a change in 
the economy. The sale no longer hap-
pened at the hardware store, and the 
manufacturer didn’t get to sell a new 
compound miter saw with laser sight-
ing, but you as the consumer—you, as 
the renter of this equipment—now 
probably have, not the $1,200 you would 
have spent, but the $1,140—because you 
spent $60 on the rent—still in your 
pocket. Do you go and spend it on 
other things? Do you spend it on in-
vestments? Do you spend it on your 
family? 

There is this rotation happening all 
around us of things that you and I have 
not even thought of. Will the bureauc-
racies and will the incumbent busi-
nesses show up in legislative bodies and 
courts around the country and do ev-
erything they can to stop that new 
hyperefficient, highly optional econ-
omy that is around us right now? Will 
they try to put the Ubers out of busi-
ness? Will they try to put the Airbnbs 
out of business? Will they try to put 
the 1000 Tools—and who knows what 
else is out there?—out of business? 
Every day, entrepreneurs in this coun-
try are coming up with ideas, but those 
ideas are restructuring the economy, 
so let’s walk through some of the op-
tions we have. 

We have an energy renaissance. 
Every week in our office, we have peo-
ple coming to us, saying, ‘‘Oh, DAVID, 
we really want you to regulate hydrau-
lic fracturing because—oh, yeah—we 
worry about it, but it is also ruining 
our investments because we invested in 
alternative energies, and when there is 
$4.50 long-term futures in natural gas, 
it is screwing up our investments over 
here.’’ Remember the family rule: 
money, power, vanity. It is about the 
money. You would be shocked to know 
how much of the public policy that so 
many Americans think is Republican 
and Democrat is about the money. 

Will this Congress do everything in 
its power to maximize this future of 
the energy renaissance and the reve-
nues that it produces—both inbound, 
outbound? Will it be like some of the 
discussions we even saw earlier tonight 
of: let’s come up with ways to regulate 
or let’s come up with ways to minimize 
what we are able to sell when we are 
bringing in revenues from both our own 
country and from around the world? 

Be prepared and think it through. 
It is so often about: well, the people 

who support it are I and my political 
party, who are invested on the other 
side, so we need to stop this because it 

is hurting their investments. Then re-
member the number one thing most 
elected officials care about—their re-
elections. Forgive me. I know I am try-
ing to be brutally honest here. 

The second half is, today, here in 
D.C., the taxicab industry spent an 
hour blocking the roads and honking. 
My understanding is a substantial por-
tion of that was the disdain for the 
competition from rideshare applica-
tions, from things like Uber—another 
optionality. It is a changing economy. 
There is going to be displacement in it, 
but with that also comes opportunity, 
and with that comes the new effi-
ciencies that give us a chance to grow 
this economy. 

Remember the first board here. We 
are $205 trillion upside down. If we 
don’t get amazing growth, we are never 
going to provide the promises that we 
have made to 76 million baby boomers 
who now have begun to retire. As just 
a bit of trivia, why is that so impor-
tant? Average baby boomers—my math 
may be about a year out of date—will 
have put about $100,000 into Medicare. 
My understanding is they are going to 
take out about $320,000 to $330,000. If 
you take that shortfall and multiply it 
times 76 million of our brothers and 
sisters who are baby boomers, then just 
in that one program, you start to see 
some of the demographic and math 
problems we have. 

How do we start to grow the econ-
omy? 

The last part of this is the regulatory 
zeal that has come from this adminis-
tration. 

Please, President Obama, turn to 
your folks. It is time to rethink this. 
How many more bad GDP numbers do 
you need? How many more misses do 
you need on the projections of: ‘‘Oh, 
the economy is getting better. No, it is 
crashing the other way. Oh, we are 
going to be this much better in our def-
icit. Oh, dear heaven. We are a year 
later, and it is still the same even with 
all of these new, higher taxes’’? Regu-
latory overreach on things like waters 
of the U.S. and on so many other pro-
grams out there that are coming out of 
the bureaucracy are crushing the ex-
pansion of this economy. 

My closing is pretty simple here. If 
you have someone out there who is 
asking for your vote or if you really 
care about the future, have the con-
versation, and be willing to open your 
mind up and understand the math— 
even though it is uncomfortable—that 
the mandatory spending is consuming 
everything in its path. If we don’t deal 
with that and, at the same time, if we 
don’t do everything we can to grow 
this economy absolutely vigorously, it 
could be a very dark day in the future. 
Yet I am incredibly optimistic that, if 
we embrace the new hyperefficient 
economy, if we embrace the energy 
renaissance, if we start to understand 
the regulatory crushing that has been 
going on right in front of us—if we deal 
with those and deal with them hon-
estly—I think we actually have an 

amazing future, and we are going to 
make it through this. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

IRS ‘‘LOST DATA’’ SCANDAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 3, 2013, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. BENTIVOLIO) for 15 
minutes. 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, last 
week, we learned the IRS—the most 
powerful and intimidating Federal 
agency in existence and the agency 
now working to monitor our health 
care—has ‘‘lost’’ over 2 years of emails 
from at least six employees. 

In a master stroke of unluckiness, 
the IRS claims that the only computer 
systems impacted are those belonging 
to top senior officials connected to the 
targeting of Americans who held con-
servative political beliefs—beliefs like 
the notion that the First Amendment 
should always be protected in order to 
have a lasting, free democracy. 

Nothing is ever this convenient. 
Mr. Speaker, are we to believe the 

same entity that can turn the lives of 
Americans upside down and that can 
demand 7 years of financial and per-
sonal records just ‘‘lost’’ 2 years of 
data from its own employees? 

Mr. Speaker, what would happen to 
your constituents, to my constituents 
or to any of our constituents—Demo-
crats, Republicans or Independents—if 
they were investigated by the IRS and 
‘‘lost’’ 2 years of data? Do you think 
the IRS would simply say, ‘‘That’s 
okay. I am sure it was an accident. 
These things happen. We will drop our 
investigation now’’? Of course not. Yet 
that is what the IRS is telling Con-
gress. ‘‘Oh, sorry. We lost our data. Oh, 
well. Let’s move on.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, how can we as Rep-
resentatives tell our constituents to 
cooperate with an entity that refuses 
to cooperate with Congress? How can I 
tell my constituents to hand over per-
sonal information about their lives to 
the IRS when the IRS won’t do the 
same? 

I will conclude with a simple ques-
tion to my friends across the aisle: 
Have you no shame? Your entire polit-
ical outlook is based on the idea that 
government can work in an unbiased 
and effective way. Yet, when it be-
comes fairly clear that something isn’t 
quite proper at the most powerful 
agency in the United States, you sim-
ply obscure the investigation instead of 
joining us in the call for a special pros-
ecutor. 

When it becomes clear that ordinary 
citizens who are engaging in their nat-
ural rights were targeted by a major 
officer at the IRS and when that offi-
cial tries to take the Fifth Amendment 
to put up roadblocks to an investiga-
tion, you simply play politics. You are 
worried about poll numbers rather 
than the Republic. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:49 Jun 26, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00039 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K25JN7.067 H25JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

5V
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-08-24T14:28:21-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




